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REMARKS 



Claim Status 

Claims 1-6 are pending in the present application. No additional claims fee is 
believed to be due. 

Claim 1 has been amended to further recite the configuration of the interlabial 
device as being "such that substantially the entire device resides within an interlabial 
space of a wearer in use." Support for this amendment can be found at page 4, lines 1 1- 
1 7. No new matter is believed to be added. 

Rejection Und«r 3S USC S10 * Over Lassen (I JSPN 4.631,062) 

Claims 1-5 have been rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as being unpatentable over 
Lassen (USPN 4,631,062). 

Lassen discloses a device that is not an interlabial pad by the definition of the 
claimed invention. Specifically, at column 6 of Lassen, the following disclosure is made: 

The foregoing. and other advantage* of the protect 

invention, its realized in an anatomtoetty. ftewraHy 

iclfoofifondhxg sanitary napkin or pad configured for 
20 partial labial dtotxaniioi! wft^ 

to at least partially raiding the laroereepeij*^ fluid 

flow therefrenv The labial pad of the pryflt Jnvairioit 

id one awct thereof h comprised of a fluid abtorbeirt 

body having a posterior region ind^ a raiyd pi^ 
25 flie for prerjectkju withfcn the vestibule intermediate the 

labia roajora mwardry bounding (he wme from a por- 
tion posteriorly remote frota the cBtorfc and ©rtewdirtg 

to tiw rcatWWdmoat aspect of the votibulc, prefcrebly 

tCTn*hialii^rforabt^«kelra*to An 
30 anterior region of the pod awnes whh the po«cnor 

rerion for a generally external disnoutton about the 

vnlvar region of the wearer over the labia xaajora tnd 

spaced from the ctiiotk thereby protecting thewpie 

while ahanUaneotufy avoiding robbing or chafing 
35 contact with that sensitive anatomy* The pad of the 

The pad of Lassen, therefore is intended for partial labial disposition, i.e., it is 
disclosed as residing outside the wearer's interlabial space, as illustrated in FIG. 1 of 
Lassen. 

In contrast, the recited invention is to an interlabial device, which is defined at 
page 4, lines 11-13 as being "a structure ... which is specifically configured to reside 
within the interlabial space of a female werer during use." (emphasis added). Claim 1 has 
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been .mended to recite the configuration of the internal device as bemg such that 
substantially the entire device resides within an intertabial space of a wearer m use. 
The Lassen device is not so configured. 

Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully requests that the 35 USC §102(b) 
rejection of Claims 1-5 be withdrawn. 



T*«j er.tion Under 3J TTSC S103fa) Qvgr I assen (I1SPN 4,631,062) 

Claim 6 has been rejected under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lassen (USPN 4,631,062). This rejection is traversed because Lassen does not teach or 
suggest all of the claim limitations of Claim 1 from which Claim 6 depends, and Claim 6 
alone. Therefore, the claimed invention is unobvious and that the rejection should be 
withdrawn. 

Lassen does not disclose an "interlabial device" as recited in Claim 6, and, does 
not disclose any device having the dimentions claimed in Claim 6. 

The Office Action states that "Lassen does teach the relative dimensions in a 
functional sense are at least long enough to extend oyer the desired areas in use." 
(emphasis added). However, this is not what is claimed, and is, in fact, exactly opposite 
of what is claimed. The claimed invention recites the configuration of the interlabial 
device as being "such that substantially the entire device resides within an interlabial 
space of a wearer in use." Lassen not only does not disclose or teach such a structure, 
there is no suggestion or motivation in Lassen to be so modified. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that the Office Action fails to make a 
prima facie case of obviousness, and the 35 USC § 103(a) rejection of Claim 6 should be 
withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

In light of the above remarks, it is requested that the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw the rejections. Early and favorable action in the case is respectfully requested. 

This response represents an earnest effort to place the application in proper form 
and to distinguish the invention as now claimed from the applied references. In view of 
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"^consideration of this application, entry of the amendments presented 
herein, and allowance of Claims 1-6 is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 



'ANY 




Date: February 1, 2006 
Customer No. 27752 

(Amwdmem-Response to Office Aetion.doc) 
Revised U/IS/2003 



Typed or Printed Name 
Registration No. 
(513) 634-0870 



Page 5 of 5 



PAGE 6(6 * RCVD AT 211/2006 12:56:24 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO€FXRF-6/27 • DNIS:2738300 * CSID:513 634 0819* DURATION (mm-ss):014^ p 



